
RECEIVED

APR 21997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W:, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

h
. .. NVtIIWfII f NWI~mmunicatlonsCommission

Dear C aIrman Hundt and ComnnsslOneI'SVlM\C.\~YJr' ~Otticeat sacretary

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the f. [/} (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating s tern as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry'S rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that w~u1d allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

I
~ir~ //Lk _~~ .
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Town, State ~HCV--p~ t/'J.-.(
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NEW JERSEY 'PTA . , Marcb 13, 1991

RECEIVED

ffJIITfU-.,aww, API! 21997
Dear Cbainnan Hundt and Commission: " ,,_. FtdtrIlc::n=mmllSion

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Feder:al Comrmmicatioos Commjssion
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wah. D.C. 20554

BE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I lID writing on behalfofthe Natiooal PTA, the New Jersey PTA aDd as a member ofthe

~J.e;KS~ ;?rA tovoicemyoppolitiaototbev~mtiDgsystem
..p;;;ente(fby I Valenti, chair ofthe TV R.atiD8 Tmp1ementatioo Group, OIl Jan. 17, 1997.
'Ihe mtiDa symbol on the TV screen does not }XOVide sufficient~ iDfonuation so that
pIII8IIlB can make decisions about what is apptopliate TV pmgmmmiug for their children. Major
surwys Jeleased this fall which demonstrate owrwbelming pmot prefelence for amUng syatem
that gives pam1ls infotTIUl1i.on about the ~Oa.teIlt ofprogmma wbeIe conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies CtrJRoper. Parents do not
want the TV IndustIy to interpret what is best fur their children. PaIeots want to make those
dIoicee tlBnselves based on aBItem informaiion about the progmm. Any rating system without
c.a-t deaaiptiODl on the screen and publicized in periodicals that cany TV scheduling is
uaeless.

'lbe FCC, by Jaw, is equired to detemrine wiJeths" the iDdustIy's Iating system has met
atatutoty aquirements ofthe TeJeoommUDica1ioDs Act of1996. I do at IJelieve CbiJ system does
.....ask that die FCC not approve die iIubutry raq system. Instead, I request the
fullowing:

That UDcIer a dn:umstaJKes .....d the FCC apprvve tile iaduJtry's ratiac system.
Fur1ber, tile FCC sbauld accept 110 ratilll system that does II8t IndacIe o....t lDformaUan
......t P......in. such •• Yfor Violence, S for Semal depictDl_d nudity and L for
Laapqe;

That die FCC require • V-dip INmd broad-ahdlat waald aIlaw parents to
ncelve more dIaD oae ratlaa system. Fu1ber, dial die radB& icml_ tile TV screen be
made .....r, more prumineDtly placed_ the se...... and.ppear mon frequently cIuriDg
die course of. pJ'Oll1llD;

That die ratiD& board be independent ofdie industry and the FCC MId that it irtdude
........ FW1ber, dlat any radDg system .ppruvecl hy die FCC be evaluated by independent
researdl to determine ifit meets d1e needs ofparents. .

@-li5 ade-s 900~~ Avert&:.C:nton, New Jersey 08618
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471 ~o. of Copies rec'd I

LIst ABCDE ~-----



NEW JERSEY PTA Mareh 13~ 1997

Cbainnan Reed Huodt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal COIDIDl1mcatiaos Corxmrission
1919MSt. NW,Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

Dear ChairmanHundt and Commission: tlXm'FUOOPY0RIGtw..
RE: CS Dedcet No. 97-SSt FCC 97-34

REceIVED
APR 21997

Fedtllll Communications Commiaaio
Ofrlce of S8Cr8fIIy n

I am. writing onbehalfofthe National PTA, the New Jersey PTA amd 88 amember oftbe
,C l!Xie EtEt a tJICt./ .><-'1;} CQ£.. PrAto "Oice my oppositioo to thev~mtms system
81 P"MtMby Jack VaJeuti, chair ofille TvRating Imp1emeotatim Group, OIl Jan. 17, 1997.
The ratiDg symbol on the TV saeen does not provide sufficient c:.teId infuImation so that
pBlenta ammake decisions about what is 8pprop1iate TV programming for their children. Major
surwy& released this fall wbicb. demonstrate 0WIWhe1nDDg pareot JDfereoce for a mting system
that gives pmmts infmnation about the amteDt ofprogmm8 wbeIe conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the ~fedia Studies CtrJRoper. Parents do not
WIlDt the TV IndustIy to interpret what is best fur their children. PmJDts WIlDt to make those
cboices themselves based on conteni information about the program.. Any rating system without
~ descriptioos on the saeen and publicized in periodicals that caay TV scheduling is
uaeless.

The FCC, by law, is IeqUired to determine whether the industIy's ratiDg system bas met
statutory requinmems ofthe Telecommunications Ad of 1996. I do D8t believe this system does
10ad ask that die FCC not apprave die iIIIbutry ratiq system. Instead, I request the
following:

TUt UDder _ dramutam:es should tile FCC apprcnre tile iadultry'l ra"1Jltem.
Far1ber, die FCC .....d accept DO ratill& system that does II8t IndDcIe amgat lIIformatlcm
about pJ'Oll'llDU such a. Yfor Violenc::e, S for SeRa. depiction and nudity and L for
LaaauaIe;

Tbat the FCC require a V-ddp band brad.... that would aI1GW parents to
receive more tIuUl oa.e ntlD& system. F'm1ber, dlat die ntin& Iccm _ die TV screea be
made larger, more prominaltly placecl_ the screen. aDd appear more frequently during
the course ofa program;

That the ratia& board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it iftdude
......-as. Furdler, Chat any nting system .pproved by ibe FCC be evaluated by indepeadeat
research to determine ifit meets d1e Deeds ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment OIl an issue 80 important to children and
fiunj1ies.

Sinoe<e!y. . f3:?,fJaJ.Je.- acntL=
,-hJr' ('t1K~J& J T 5' T-
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

ReCEIVED

. APR 2 1991
Federal COmmunications COmmiaaion

Off/ceofS~
RE: CS Docket No. 97-SS, FCC 97-34

Jii:~WolimalPTA,,:,,"New.Jont;Y.PTA"""Ua.~cftbo,. . .4 to 'WICfJ my oppositicD to the v-ehip ratmg system~by .JaokVaIouIi, cbairoftboTV RaIiDg~Group, 011 Jan. 17,1997.
'lbe rating symbol on the TV sa:een does not provide snfficieot c..teat information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV plognullnring for their cbildnm. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming paIeDt prefereoce for a raring system
that gives parents information about 1he aJIdent ofprograms where cooducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies CtrJR.opcr. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what 18 best for their children. Pare0t8 want to make those
choices themselves based on~ information about the prc>BDlDl.. Any rating system without
c..-at descriptions on the screen and publicized inperiodicals that caayrl scheduling is
useless.

Cbainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Comn»8sion
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

~_; rr._.k __.I •• mETFlE COPY,ORIGINAl
Dear~.nuuuL lWU CormmSSlon:

The FCC, by law, is required to determine wbetha'the iDdustry's rating system bas met
atatutoIy xequiIemen1s ofthe TeJeronurnmications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
10 aDd ask that tile FCC not approve the industry raq system. Instead, I request the
following:

1bat UlHler DO dramutaDtes sbEIcl the FCC apprvve the illdustry's ratiq IJSteID.
Furtller, the FCC shauld accept DO ratiq system dlat does DOt iDdude gmtept illformatiall
abcJut programs such as Yfor ViolaKe, S for Snaal depiction and DUdity and L for
LaaauaIe;

That tile FCC require aV~ band broad enoup that would allow parents to
receive more than -.e rattna system. Furdler, that die ntlag lea. GIl the TV Knell be
....de larger, more prumineDtly placecl 011 the screen. and appear more frequently duriDg
die course ofa program;

11uIt the rattn& board be independent of the industry alld the FCC And that it iMlude
parents. Further, dlat any raiiDg system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
researdl to cletenniDe ifit meets 1he needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on. issue so important to cbildren and
6miilies. ~ / ~
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PTA
March 14,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt aDd FCC Commissioners
do Pedera1 CammunicaDoas CommissiaIl
Ofticc of the Secretary
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Wasbinatm. DC 20554
o-mail address: vdlip@fcc.gov

u: CS Doclcct Number 97-55. FCC 97·34

~FlE (t)PVOADNL--,-_..-'" -ReceIVED

APR 2 '991
Fed•.., Communl-.l -

1VIl__ . "4IlUn. Commiaion
"'IIKi'll ofS8CfIIaIy

Dear Chairman Hundt aDd CommissiODCl'S:

lam writing co voice 111)' oppositioIl to the v-ebip nUDa system as JJR*IDd by Jack Valcati, Chair oftbe TV Rating
Implemeiltaticm Group, OIl'January 17, 1997. Tbe ratiD& symbol co the TV screeo does not provide sufticient content
iabmatico 10 that pareuts can make decisioos about what is appropt'im TV~ for their cbiIdra1. Major
IUfVC'YI rdeued this f8JI, conducted by the NatioaaI PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CcalcrIRoper, daDoastrate ovcrwbdmina paIaIta1 psefaalcc for a ratina S)'ItaD that provides infounatim to parents
about the oootent ofprograms. Parents do not waDt the TV industry to mterpret what is best for their cbi1dren.
PaRats want to make those~ themselves based OIl pf08lam content infonnation. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC. by law, is required to determine wbether the industry's ratin& system meets the statutory rcquiremeDts of
the TeIec:ommunieations Act of 1996. I do not bcJicvc that this system does 10, and therefoR RqUest that the FCC
docliDe to approve the industry ratios system as proposed by the TV Ratina Implementation Group. Inste8d, I
request the following:

• The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes conteot information about programs such as V (for
vioIClK:e). S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for Janauaae);

• The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

• The ratin& icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequeatly during the course ofa program; .

• The rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to detennine if it meets the needs
ofparents.

/
. .

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

. L\ No. of Copies rec'd

S.-dy, ftvJJ1J~ _Li_st_A_B_C_D_E _

-_..:..---_---(1
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March 1997

REeEIVEO

APR 2""
OOQ(ETflE ftIVN ~Comrnlln-Ion

. - \1\11"'''~ Office t;;S~mm18tion
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the t\n.l~ ~J (local, council, dis
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip~resentedby Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

/
Your Name
Town, State

No. of Copies rec'd
List ABCDE "----
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the ~,ir>'" (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip ranng system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by lavv, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominendy placed on the screen, and
appear more frequendy during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

.Sincerel~ '£7/ twv{-

Your Name - /) ~...A,I"'\ /1 c U1Lvf) -; I .. l/ •
Town, State \UJvV v\/w ~ I ~

No. of Copies rec·d'----=J__
List ASCDt:
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
cI0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

ReeEIVED

. APR 21997
OOQITREt11If~ommum_n'Commisllon

\ otrIce of SllCI1IIIy

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the ii, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating s m as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and U0rld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more thari
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequendy during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, ~~uz,f O~
Your Name .c;;:_ -4 -# /
Town,S"'e~,#~~

(
No. of Copies rec'd'- _
ListABCDE



BARBARA s.. KEIGLER

11600 Mayfair Field Drive Timonium, MD 11093 (410) 561-3344

March 14, 1997
.

mETftErJ1V01QtW.
REceIVED

APR 21997
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

Federal Communications Commission
Offici of SIClnItaJY

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and 6th district to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the 'IV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the 'IV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate 'IV programming for
their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I would request
the following:

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course ofa program:

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That the rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine ifit meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Very truly yours,

~110' A-

Barbara S. Keigler -gIi ~o. of Copies rec'd I
LlstABCDE



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission . .
1919 M Street N.W:,Room 222 aTR.EmORlGlNAL
Washington, DC 20554

ReceIVED

APR 2 1997
Fedell/ Communications COmm....1o

otftce of S8CI1IaIy - n
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the S2:r « .yi <;; S:.b.Jocal, council, dis
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rlting system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

.5 ;:~L L".

[I""<:,-b +lA~ \~.:)., j l~~

Ilq~1 ~o. of Copies rec'd I
lIst ABCDE '---L-
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March 1997

RECEIVED

. APR 21997
mETFlE COPY~munQlio'" CommleelO'Ofnce ofs.cr.,y .... nDear Chairman Hundt and Corrunissioners:

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Corrunission
1919 M Street N.'W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 . . ()

~ / " . ,)C-l-'tC509--r. .
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA andthe~n )0 (local, councIl, dIS-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV prograrruning for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and U'cJrld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominendy placed on the screen, and
appear more frequendy during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Your Name
Town, State

~o. of Copies rec'd /
List ASCOE ----
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA andthe~ (local, council, dis
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

~~e~eJY: __
~1zc~~ .:-·W~

Town, State
No. of Copies rec'd,--..:f__
ListABCOE
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March 1997

ReceIVED

APR 219t7
OOCKET FLE COPYORG'

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: ,,.1 ~~~nk:ation8 CommlS8ion
u,,'" ofSterIIaIy

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the~\ ~ P<K(local, council, dis
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip--;Iting system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

No. of Copies rec·d'---_/__
listABCDE

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

~re!)jfht~
~u~~~el-

Town,Sta'e ~~io--~

[{9~ 7

t
\
I



-- .-_ ...•_ .

TAMMY J.GLICK
15945 COUNTRY LANE EAST

PLATIE CITY, MO 64079
(816) ~COPYOR\G\MH.

March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
cio Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RECEIVED

APR 2 1991
Federal Cummunicatlons Comm' .

Offlce ofS8CIIIIIy ISllOn

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Platte City Middle School PTSA to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information
so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this tall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act ofl996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the
FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:
• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the

FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such
as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if

it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, n /tf· /, .
---Jc:t11~,¥\U' ~iC( I

Tammy 1. GI~ No. of Copies rec'd. _
listABCDE
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March 14,1997. ~

~\i.~' .
QIinaaa Reed Huodt aDd FCCCommissi~
do Federal Communications CammissiCXl
Offi.oc ofthe Secretary
1919 M Sueet NW, R«m 222
WasbiDgtoD, DC 20554
o-mail address: vcbip@fcc.gov

BE: cs Docket Number 97-55. FCC 97-34

ReceiVED

APR 2 1911
Fedaral Commun'

OffIce ot~mmis8ion

1am writiDa t:o voice 111)" oppositioo to the v<bip ratiD& system as p....Jted by Jack Va1eati, Chair ofthe TV Ratina
'..........icIl Group, on"January 17, 1997. Tbe ratiDa symbol 011 the TV ICRlCG does DOt provide sufticieat coateDt
iDbmItioD 10 that parents can make dccisioas about what is appropriate TV PRJlrBlDlaiDa for their chiJdren. Major
suneye released this fiill, conducted by the Natioaal PTA, u.s. NrNS and Wo,./dbport, aad Media Studies
CcaterIRopc:r, deu&OllStlate overwhelming pareatal prefcrmce for a rat.iDs system that provicIcs informatioo to parents
about the caatcnt ofprograms. P8IartS do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
PaRIlts want to make those cboi<;es themselves based on program conteot informatiOll. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

Tbe FCC, by law, is required to determine wbethcr the iDdustry's rating system meets the statutory requiraneats of
the Telecommuni.eations Act of 1996. I do DOt beIieYe that this system docs so, aDd 1bcrdOre request that the FCC
dcdiDc to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementatioo Group. Instead, I
request the following:

• The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes c:onteot informatioo about programs such as V (for
violeoce), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) aDd L (for language);

• The FCC require a V-chip baod broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

• Tbe rating icon OIl the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course ofa program;

• The rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; aDd

• Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to detennine if it meets the needs
ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment 011 an issue so important to children and families. ~. of Copies rec'd /
List ASCDE

Sincerely, "
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RECEIVED

APR 21997J
13700 SW 74th COurt
Miami FL 331!faderal Cornmuniaatlons Commlnlon
March' 7, 1997 Office of S8CfItIIY

-
CS Docket # 97-55, FCC 97-34RE:

.m
o e.P

As a 25 year member of PTA, I have actively participated fit
numerous efforts to make television responsive to and sensitive of
the needs of children and youth. I have worked equally to make
parents informed consumers who can more effectively monitor the
television viewing done by their children. The effort to provide
parents with better tools through the V-chip and a rating system is
long overdue. Nonetheless, I must join my PTA colleagues in
opposing the rating system which has been presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Implementation Group.

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications commission
1919 H street, NW, Room 222
Washinqton, D.C. 20554

'Dear Cha~rman Hundt and Commissioners:

The major surveys conducted in the fall of 1996 demonstrate that
parents overwhelmingly prefer a rating system that gives them
information about the content of programs. Parents can then
exercise their proper authority to select the programs they find
most appropriate for their children to view. To allow the
television industry to evaluate at what age children are ready to
view any particular program is intrusive, paternalistic, and
Ultimately useless.

I urge you to take the following actions.

• Do not approve the industry's rating system of any system
which fails to provide content information.

• Require a V-chip band broad enough to all parents to receive
more than one rating system.

• Require the rating icon to be more prominently and more
frequently displayed.

• Require the rating board to be independent of the TV
industry and inclusive of parents.

• Require independent evaluation of any rating system.

•

Sincerely,

~JL'f-
Anne Thompson

No. of Copies rec'd-L
ustABCDE



NEW JERSEY PTA
Olainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Fedeml Cmmmmicatioos Conmrission
1919 M Sl NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

Dear Outman Hundt and Commission:

RE: CS J>ocket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

MarcIl 13, 1997

ReceIVED
lX)CI(ET FJlE COPY ORIGINAL. .

A"" ~ 1997
Fed8l'll Comml,lrtlndiA.._

Office ..-=;mml8lion

{

I am .. on behalf the Natioaal PTA, the New.Jeney PTA aDd u a member ofthe
" C"' \ A to voice my oppositim to thev~ rating system

&I presented "Jack Va1euti., chair of the TV Rating Implanentation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV saeen does not provide snfficieat caatIat infonnation so that
puenta can make decisions about what is appropriate TV progranoning for their ehildnn Major
surveys Ie1eased this fall which demonstrate overwhelming panmt prefenmce for a rating system
that gives pueo1s information about 1he content ofprogmma whem couducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the :Media Studies CtrJRoper. Pareots do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what. is best for their children. PamDts want to make those
choices themselves based on cantem information about the progmm. Any ratin@ system without
...... desuiptioos on the saeen and publicized in periodicals that cany TV scheduling is
Uleless.

'Ibe FCC, by law, is requiIed to determine wbetb« the iDdustry's ra.tiDg system. has met
statutoIy IeqUiJ:ementa oftile TelecommuoicatioDs Act of1996. I do..NUevo CbiJ system does
10 aad ask tbat the FCC DDt apprave die industry ratial system. Instead, I request the
following:

Tbat muler..dramutaa£es sh8uld the FCC apprave .... iadultry'.nqsystem..
Fto1ber, tile FCC shauld accept DO ratillc system tbat does IIOtIDdacleq-Wt lIIformatkm
abaat pJ"Oll'llIDl RICh a. Y for Violence, Sfor Semal depiction ....macIity and L for
Laapqe;

Tbat tile FCC require a V-ddp Iwul broad-abdlat would aIIcnr parents to
receive more ......... ratiDg system. Fortber, tbat die ntiD&~ _ die TV senen be
made larger, more praminently placed em. die Kneu. and appear more frequently during
the course ofa pJ'Oll1UD;

That the ntiD& board be independent of the industry and the FCC and dlat it include
pIII1lIdL Funber, dlat lIllY ntiDg system .ppruved by die FCC be evaluated by inclepeadcDt
research to determine ifit meets the needs ofpannts.

Thank: you for this opportunity to coonnent on an issue so important to children and
faniilies. ---...

/\ -;) .. J CY-' n

Sm.:ere!y, j 0,\ D 'KA-I \\q.c~ 1\6~ ~ ;', .'j
" ... \ \ ['

I 05 Co nJS \ i rd.._·...(\_W_\..0_·_,<...~r\ fL I : ..;/ k;· .~~/

~(\()~ 'j Q. 1 \J~ O[l{C'~:f, 900 BetKeky AveMe • Immn, New Jersey 08618 No. of 6el'ies ree's
''-.) 609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471 list ABCDE



NEW JERSEY PTA Marcb 13, 1997

Dear Cbainnan Hundt and Cnmmission:

Cbainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
clo Fedeml ComnnmiartiQDS Commission
1919 M St NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554 tm'11mCOVi~ R~Cr:'VEO

APR 2f9t7
HE: CS DacIIdNIL !J7~. FCC !l7...M Fod"')0;::::::::-.......

I am writiDgpnb:h:lffthe National PI'A, the New .Jersey PI'A sod as a membeI' ofthe
h'1-.diMt'L~~( to wice my opposition to the v-ehip rating system
~by Jad: Va1enti, chair ofilie TV Rating Tmp1ernentafion Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol an the TV screen does not provide sufficient aalteDt infomJation so that
patents can make decisions about what is appropriate 'rv programming for their children. Major
IUl'WJYB mleased this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives pamots infOJDlBtion about the coateDt ofprogmms wheIe conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the ~iedia Studies Ctr.lRoper. Patents do not
want the TV IndustIy to interpret what illl best for their children. PaRIDts want to make those
clJoices themselves based on aRltem information about the program. AIrj rating system without
c.teat desaiptioos on the SaeeD. and publicized in periodkals that caay TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by Jaw, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system. has met
statutoIy requimnenta ofthe Te1eoonnmmications Act of 1996. I do DOt believe CbiJ system does
so and ask that the FCC JUJt approve die industry ratiq system. Instead, I request the
fullowing:

That UDder DO dramutalKes shauld the FCC apprave the ilubutry's ratiDa sy....
Far1ber, die FCC should accept _ radllg system that does nat lDdDde gwtmt IDfarmatlm
about programs such as Yfor Violence, S for Semal depiction ad nudity and L for
LaDguage;

That the FCC require a V-ddp baIul broad ....... that wauld allow parents to
receive more .... aile rating system. FuJ1her, that 1be ratlq lcca 011 the TV screetl be
made larger, more pnnninently pJaM 011 die screen. and appear morer~ydur'iD&
die course ofa program; .~ ~

That the ratiDE board be indepencleRt of the industry and the FCC atad that it mctade
paIWIis. F'urdler, that IIDY raiiag syscem .ppruvecl by die FCC be evaluated by iadepea.deat
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

~~lv

~~~~~~_-_-_-~ 1Q0wJ1
b./I~S <Sf'~el;~tJ!~ OlC,?d{

609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471



NEW JERSEY PTA Matcb 13, 1997

Cbainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Fedeml Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW, RID. 222
Wah. D.C. 20554

Dear Cbainnan Hundt and Commission:

BE: CS J>ecDt No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on bebatfofthe Naticoal PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a memberofthe
'~J/ ~u I of PT1f~ to voice my oppositm to the v-cbip rating system
81 preseoted by Jack V8J.enti, chair ofthe TV Rating ImpJementatioo Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV saeen does not provide sufficient c:aateat information so that
pIlleIJ1B can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surwys released this fall which demonstraie ovswhelming pateDt pnOreoce for a rating system
that gil'W panmts infonnation about the cGDteDt ofprogmma wbfo conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr.IRoper. Parents do nat
want the TV JndustJ:y to interpret what is best for their children. Pmmts want to make those
choices themselves based on cantem information about the p:ogram. Any rating system wiihout
~ desaiptions on the saeen and publicized in periodicals that C&ITY TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to deteImiDe wbetbK the iDdus1IYs rating system has met
statutory requirements ofthe TeJecommlJDications Act of1996. I do DOt believe dJis system does
so ...ask dlat die FCC DOt apprave die iJubutry ratiaa system. Instead, I request the
following:

Tbat under D8 drauDstanc:es shauld the FCC apprave the iadustry's raq system.
Ftu1ber, die FCC sbaald accept DO ratIDg system that does aatlDdDcle qllfmt lIIformatIaD
abclut proanm. such a. Yfor Violence, S for SeDaldep~and nudity and L for
:L8Dguqe;

That tile FCC require a V-dIip baIld broad eaaaah that would allow parents to
receive more dIaD. CIIle ratiD& system. IlUJ1ber, that die ratia& lc8Il Oft die TV scnen be
made larger, more prondnently placed..die Kreen. aad appear more frequently during
the caurse ofa program;

Tbat the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC .nd that it iMlude
parads. Fw1ber, ht lID)' rating system appnwecl by die FCC be evaluated by inctepeadeat
researdJ. to determine ifit mcots die needs orparents.

an issue so important to children andThank you fur this opportunity to comment
families.

900 BeMley AVenue • I remon, New jersey 086i8
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471 ~o. of Copies rec'd /
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RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 .
Washington, DC 20554 II C rJJ((0-. APR 2,,,rf1JE f,~ Fe f]
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: d81li Com",ul1ic:ltion C

0frIeI Of~mmis'/on

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the local Van Buren MIddle School PTA to voice
my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this ran which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language)~

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating syst~

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

.-That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
ifit meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, .~ '1 ~ ~

/ / - c!:IJ~
~~kansas

No. of Copies rec'd:....-_I__
List ABCfJt:



NEW JERSEY PTA Marcb 13, 1997

RECEIVED

APR 21997
,

ooct<ET FIlErm~1NAl.
Dear Cbajnnan Hundt and Commission:

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
rio Federal Comrmmications Commission
1919MStNW,Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

RE: CS Dodret No. 97-SS, FCC 97-34
Federal COmmURlllItlon, Wmllll8lion

OfficI of 8ICI'lIIIIY

~ I am w:r9in8on~o~the National PTA,~New~PTAand as a.~ofthe
, ~a MAli IV 5xrfooL f:'7'A- to VOICe my oppositiOn to the v-ebip rating system

;.. presented by Jack Valenti, chair ofihe TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV saeen does not provide sufficient~ infonnation so that
parents canmake decisions about what is appropriate TV progmmming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demoustIaie overwhelming pan!lIIl~ for a rating system
that gives parents information about the amtent ofprogmma wbeIe CODducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the rvfedia Studies CtrJRopcr. Parents do not
want the TV JndustIy to interpret what iR best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on contem information about the program. Any rating system without
c.deDt descriptions on the SCReIl and publicized in periodicals that caay TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's mt:ing system has met
statutoIy requinmJen1s ofbTelecooummications Act of1996. I do not believe dJis system does
10 ami ask dud the FCC not apprave the industry ratiD& system. Instead, I request the
following:

'lbat UDder 118 dramutaJu:es sbould the FCC approve the iIldustryts ratiq system.
Fur1ber, die FCC sbouId accept _ raClag system dlat cIaes DOtIndacle A-Wt JDformatiaD
abcJut pJ'OllUll such al Yfor Violen.a, Sfor SeDa. depictDl and nudity and L for
Laaauqe;

That the FCC require a V-ddp bmcl broad enauah that wauld aIlaw parents to
receive more dian ODe ratIDg system. Further, tbat die ratiD& tc. on the TV Knell be
made larger, more promiDently placecl 011 ihe screen. anclappear mol'" frequently during
tbe course ofa program;

That the ratiD& board be iftdepen.detrt of the industry and the FCC JI1Id that it iJldude
JNII'IlIIis. F'urtber, that any rating system appnwecl by die FCC be evaluated by iIldependent
research to determine if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportmrity to comment on an issue 80 important to children
families.

2 . [:>L 0 5/ fnf fftJ f;tl5S
--e.........-----------........................------"'-'--....----- . 8 -;~OV!S ;
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.'W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RECEIVED

APR 21997
n 1:. NV:N ~""'ra1 Communications Commissionrs:t1iJ.r~ \Nf' .'~ Office of 8ecrBtaJy

RE: CS Docket No. 97...55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the. _;~4 /( d t6.5a,A;;l(1oCal, council, dis
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip d'ting system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does J;l.ot provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by la\v, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportu~/omment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, -;:::;f:~7
Your Narl1e ~;£:::;/ft~",j./
Town, State

5t ?//t."?o-v/~//:.vl/r

C's-:;SF#7'r/2'~';'( ~///~ I
No. of Copies rec'd'-- _
List M3COE
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Conuriunications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RECEIVED

A''t i 19f1

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

J :am (we are) writing on behalfof the National PTA andth~~il.dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating s m as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominendy placed on the screen, and
appear more frequendy during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any raring system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

'-

You"""~~--

Town, State

No. of Copies rec'd._....:l__
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March 1997

Federal CommunlCll\Ont Comm\Slion
OftiOl of SeantarY

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
1sk that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating syst~m. Further. th~ FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen. and .
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by ind~p~ndent research to dl,terminl' it
it meets the needs of parents.

'hank you for this opportunity to comment on an issu~ so important to childrl."n and f.lIl1ilil·~.
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RECEIVED

APR 2\99"

-.fUltfi--
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 ~

('. 0.•1
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the c.e'!>T "'3;..\'e 1 (local, council, dis-
trict. or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on-January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. Nel~'s and H10rld Report, and M~dia

Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chii
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that tan j

TV scheduling is useless.

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
cI0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

RECEIVED

APR 21997
r<IVtIIft ft!~ ()AG\MAl Federal Communications Commission
~, Office of SecretaIY

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Spr\f\8& PfA (local, council, dis
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, I... .. i

V1~~
Your Name Mo..r\CL 6tV\<!.tt\~5
Town, State ~t ttan..r"\t>'V\ \ ~ ~


